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. Senate Discusses S 819, the bill to remove both the disclaimer affidavit and 


? Loyalty Oaths but the affirmative loyalty oath from the National Defense Edu- 
5 Postpones Action cation Act, was recommitted by the Senate to the Committee 
on Labor and Public Welfare on July 23 by a vote of 49 to 

ds: 42, This action followed two days of debate, during which the Senate tentatively adopted, 
by a vote of only 46 to 45, a substitute which would have eliminated the disclaimer 

5 affidavit and retained the affirmative loyalty oath. It is considered unlikely that the 
Senate will take further action on this matter during the present session of Congress. 
Congress Is Urged Reenactment of the sections of the Housing Bill authorizing 
to Reenact Program loans for college housing and academic facilities was ad- 
of Building Loans vocated by President John A. Hannah of Michigan State Uni- 


versity on July 28 before the Subcommittee on Housing of 
the Senate Committee on Banking and Currency. Besides representing the American 
Council on Education, Dr. Hannah spoke also for the American Association of Land-Grant 
Colleges and State Universities, the State Universities Association, the American Asso- 
cation of Junior Colleges, and the Association for Higher Education, NEA. Supplementary 
testimony was offered on behalf of the Association of American Colleges by President 
Calvert N. Ellis of Juniata College. The major portion of President Hannah's testimony 


follows: 
r 


My testimony today is confined to those portions of Senate Bill 57 which affect 
the colleges and universities of this country: housing and academic facilities loans, 
and certain language applying to the urban renewal program. The educational organiza- 
tions for which I speak are emphatically in favor of an expanded program of college 
. housing loans, and in favor of the extension of such a program to include academic 
ch f facilities. I share this attitude. 

More than 10 years ago -- in February of 1949 to be exact -- I appeared before 
the same Subcommittee accompanied by the late President J. Hillis Miller of the Uni- 
versity of Florida. We were the first witnesses to ask this Committee and the Congress 
to inaugurate a program of long-term Federal loans for college housing. Several Sena- 
tors who are now members of the Committee were present that afternoon. Your Committee 
heard our plea with sympathy, and responded with action. Subsequently, Senator Spark- 
man introduced a bill to this effect. So did the late Senator Tobey of New Hampshire, 
then ranking minority member of the full Committee. I think there were others. As a 
part of Senate Bill 2246 of that Congress, and with some modifications in the House, it 
became law. 

9 Ten years ago, Mr. Chairman, I told this Subcommittee that college enrollments, 

5 which had stood roughly at 1.3 million before World War II, would level off after the 
war at at least twice that figure, or about 2.6 million. I also said the rising birth 
figure of the 1940's made it probable that this was a very conservative estimate -- 
that by the 1960's enrollments might well go much higher. 

Last fall, Mr. Chairman, college enrollments exceeded 3,068,000. As a minimum 
enrollments must double within the next ten years if educational opportunity is to be 
kept open to the same proportionate share of our young people as it is now. Enroll- 
ments must substantially more than double if we expand educational opportunity to a 
larger percentage of our youth, as we ought to do. I mention these figures and this 
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history, Mr. Chairman, to underscore the fact that we were not crying "“wolf-wolf" 
then and we are not today. 

The program which Congress inaugurated on a bi-partisan basis in 1949 has 
done a great deal of good since then in helping colleges meet their housing needs. 
It has enjoyed consistent bi-partisan support over the past decade in this Com- 
mittee and in the Congress. 

The organizations which I represent believe the need now and in the decade 
ahead is far greater than it has ever been. Ten years ago we thought it might be 
possible to handle academic facilities construction through other resources if we 
could get help through long-term loans for our housing needs, dormitories, food 
services, married housing, and the like. 

Today the need is urgent and very real to expand the loan programs to include 
classroom buildings, scientific laboratories, libraries, and the like. Our in- 
dustrial plants, our public schools, most of our public improvements, and our 
churches are all built on a pay-as-you-use basis. If we are to have an adequate 
plant for our colleges and universities to enable them to take care of tomorrow's 
student load, it is evident that the same technique will have to be used. We 
simply cannot build fast enough through out normal revenue sources to meet the 
need. Thus borrowing in substantial amounts is inevitable if our colleges and 
universities are to provide the required campus facilities for our young people -- 
and it is unthinkable that we will not. 

Earlier this year witnesses for the organizations I represent today asked for 
an expansion of $500 million in the loan authority for college dormitories, 
faculty housing, and related facilities. This was a figure covering both the 
1959 and 1960 fiscal years. Since we thought then and we think now that this is 
a conservative estimate of need, the figure of $300 million -- some of which is 
for non-college housing -- in Senate Bill 57, is an absolute minimun, 

The figure of $200 million proposed by the Administration, to meet the needs 
of both fiscal 1959 and fiscal 1960, would not be enough to cover even the $213 
million in approved and pending loan applications received up to June 30, the end 
of fiscal 1959. The very real need for college housing is demonstrated by the 
fact that applications in the amount of more than $31 million were received in 
the month of Jume alone. In view of this demand, the colleges and universities 
view with grave concern the recommendation of the President that this vital pro- 
gram be terminated at the end of fiscal 1960. 

In testimony earlier this year we supported also the inauguration of a new 
program of loans for academic facilities -- classrooms, laboratories, libraries -- 
patterned after the successful College Housing Loan Program. The figure we pro- 
posed was $250 million. The $62.5 million finally approved by the Congress, which 
is only one-fourth of our recommendation, is clearly an absolute minimun. 

In short, we believe that the funds authorized by S. 57 for loans are actually 
far below what the colleges need for meeting their responsibilities to the able 
young people of this nation. We submit that the financing of needed dormitories 
and academic facilities by Government loans, at the average rate paid by the Govern- 
ment for its borrowed funds, plus k of one percent for administration is as sound 
an investment in the welfare and security of our people as the Government can make. 
As we see it, the charge that a subsidy is involved in this interest rate is not 
supported by the facts. I shall not take the time of the Subcommittee for a de- 
tailed statement of our position on this point, but I ask permission to file a 
separate statement for the record. 

Perhaps it should again be emphasized that the funds made available to the 
colleges under this program are loans, not grants, and that each year an in- 
creasing amount of the principal is being repaid to the Government. We are proud 
to say that there is no record of a default ever having been made on one of these 
loans to the colleges. Gentlemen, here is a way to extend very substantial aid to 
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education at no real cost to the Federal Government and outside the field of 
controversy. 

In addition to the authorization of funds for loans for dormitories, dining 
halls and related facilities, and for academic facilities, S. 57 includes a number 
of other benefits to higher education. One of these of real importance to insti- 
tutions having campuses in metropolitan areas would permit these institutions to 
make use of the Urban Renewal program in cleaning up blighted areas near to them 
permitting improvement and expansion of their campus areas. 

Mr. Chairman, the Housing Bill as it relates to colleges and universities 
is vital and merits a top priority among the needs of this nation. The responsi- 
bility that rests upon our colleges and universities for assuring young Americans 
adequately educated to play their roles as well-educated citizens in today's world 
justifies the conclusion that this program should not be interrupted or postponed. 

We urge you to see to it that the sections of the Act authorizing loans for col- 
lege housing and academic facilities are reenacted. 


Senate Approves Bill The Federal Readjustment Assistance Act of 1959 
Granting Benefits to (S 1138, with amendments) was passed by the Senate 
Post-Korean Veterans on July 21 by a vote of 51 to 31. The act provides 


educational, vocational, and other benefits for post- 
Korean veterans; i.e.,those who have served or will serve in the armed forces between 
January 31, 1955 and July 1, 1963. An analysis of the provisions of this act will 
be presented in a future issue of this Bulletin, 


Howes Designated As previously announced, (See this Bulletin, Vol. 
Acting Executive VIII, No. 25) President Arthur S. Adams left for 


Europe July 31 and will return to this country on 
September 19. By action of the Executive Committee, Staff Associate Raymond F. 
Howes has been designated acting chief executive of the Council during the period 
when President Adams is abroad. 


Surplus Property Secretary Arthur S. Flemming announces that the 
Procedure Revised General Services Administration, the Department of 


Defense, and his own Department of Health, Education, 
and Welfare--the three agencies principally concerned with the disposal of Govern- 
ment surplus property--are working cooperatively on a plan which will: 

1. Speed up the process of surplus property disposal. 

2. Increase the use of surplus property by the Federal Government and others 
eligible to obtain it. 

Secretary Flemming points out that two kinds of property regularly become 
available: 

In one category falls the kind of property which, while no longer needed by 
the agency that bought it, still may be valuable to other Federal agencies or to 

- groups declared eligible under the law by the Department of Defense. This property 
must be reported by General Services Administration to Federal agencies to determine 
whether they have any use for it. This "reportable" property is generally in good 
condition. 

In the second category falls the kind of property which because of its type or 
condition has so little probable further use by the Federal Government that it is 
considered impracticable to list it. Much of this property, known as "non-reportable," 
does however, have a great deal of value for schools, hospitals, and civil defense 
purposes. 

The plan with respect to reportable property is as follows: Once property has 
been declared excess to its needs by the agency which bought it, GSA will have 60 
days - as against the present 90 - in which to determine whether other Federal 
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agencies or groups declared eligible by the Department of Defense want to claim it. ‘ 
Any property which is not claimed during this period will be set aside for 

exclusive screening by the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare to determine 

which items would be of use to schools, hospitals or civil defense agencies. Under 

the new plan, the Department has been assured that it will have adequate time in 

which to do this screening and list with GSA those items which it wishes to claim 

for these non-Federal purposes. Bu 
In other words, when the new plan goes into effect, the Department will know 

definitely that any property which it claims will actually be available for the 

state surplus property agencies for school, hospital or civil defense use. The 

new procedure will go into effect as soon as the necessary changes can be com- 

pleted in regulations and procedures governing the disposal of reportable property. 


Seven Counseling Seven counseling and guidance training institutes will 
Programs Approved be established at universities and colleges during 


the 1959-60 academic year, Commissioner of Education 
Lawrence G. Derthick has announced. Two will operate during the full academic year, 
five during the second semester only. The seven institutes, provided for under 
Title V, Part B, of the National Defense Education Act, are in addition to 50 
similar institutes being conducted at colleges and universities during the summer 
session. 

Selection of the colleges and universities at which the regular-session insti- 
tutes will be held was made with the assistance of a panel of professional con- 
sultants in the field of counseling and guidance. As a convenience to participants, 
the institutes were arranged with colleges and universities with a wide geographic 
distribution. 

Emphasis in the seven regular session institutes will be on the training of 
secondary school teachers or counselors who have had little counseling experience. 
Enrollees from public schools receive stipends of $75 a week and an allowance of 
$15 a week for each dependent. Private school enrollees attend the institutes with- 
out charge but do not receive stipends. 

About 320 secondary school teachers will attend the institutes. Total cost 
of the seven institutes (including operation and student stipends) will be a little 
over $1 million. 

The seven colleges and universities which have agreed to sponsor regular 
session institutes during the academic year 1959-60 are the University of Michigan, 
Teachers College, Columbia University, George Peabody College for Teachers, the 
University of Wisconsin, the University of Nebraska, the University of Texas, and 
the University of Washington. 
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